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In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
LAW CLERK 
ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Appellant, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
AUGMENT THE RECORD 
v. Supreme Court Docket No. 41997-20 
(41998-2014) 
JOID.J HUEY DANIELS, Canyon County No. 2009-16551 
(2013-26916) 
Defendant-Respondent. 
A MOTION TO AUGMENT THE APPELLATE RECORD AND STATEMEN 
SUPPORT THEREOF was filed by counsel for Appellant on July 15, 2014. Therefore, good 
appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that Appellant's MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECOR 
and hereby is, GRANTED and the augmentation record shall include the documents listed belo, 
stamped copies of which accompanied this Motion: 
1. Response Brief, file-stamped January 28, 2014; and 
2. Response Brief, file-stamped February 14, 2014. 
. .,-r 
DATED this_±!___ day of July, 2014. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
AUGMENTATION RECORD 
RANTING MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD-Docket No. 41997-2014 
In the Supreme Court of 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Appellant, 
V. 
JOHN HUEY DANIELS, 
Defendant-Respondent. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
e State of Idaho 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
AUGMENT THE RECORD 
Supreme Court Docket No. 41997-2014 
(41998-2014) 
Canyon County No. 2009-16551 
(2013-26916) 
A MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD AND STATEMENT IN SUPPORT THEREOF 
was filed by counsel for Respondent on August 8, 2014. Therefore, good cause appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that Respondent's MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD 
be, and hereby is, GRANTED and the augmentation record shall include the documents listed below, 
file stamped copies of which accompanied this Motion: 
1. Response Brief, file-stamped January 28, 2014; 
2. Response Brief, with attachment, file-stamped February 14, 2014; and 
3. Objection to Defense's Response Brief, file-stamped February 25, 2014. 
DATED this /~ay of August, 2014. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
rtephen W. Kenyon, !erk 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD-Docket No. 41997-2014 
cm 
BRYANF. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING A TIORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: {208) 454-7391 
F i 
CANYON OOUNTV lllf\K 
B HATFIELD, c&PUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/ Appellant, 
vs. 
JOHN HUEY DANIELS, 
Defendant/Respondent. 
CASE NO. CR2009~16551 / 
CR2013~26916 
RESPONSE BRIEF 
The state of Idaho ("State"), by and through its attorney of record Ty A. Ketlinski of the 
Canyon County Prosecutor's Office, hereby files this Response Brief as ordered by the Court in 
its January 14, 2014 Conditional Notice of Dismissal as follows. 
INTRODUCTION 
The first issue identified by the State in it's Notice of Appeal is the same issue the Court 
raised in its Conditional Notice of Dismissal, in which the Court cites the case of State v. 
Loomis, 146 Idaho 700 (2008) as a basis to dismiss this case summarily. 
RESPONSE BRIEF 1 
Indeed, the State is well aware of Loomis and its usual prohibition against appealing 
adverse results from a preliminary hearing. In fact, it has been many years - if not decades[tJ -
since the Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office has appealed the results of a preliminary 
hearing. Indeed) such an appeal would need to be extraordinary. 
This case is extraordinary. The State does not have "a remedy available to it'' because 
the statute of limitations has expired. See Loomis, 146 Idaho at 704. To deny the State an appeal 
of the preliminary hearing in this case essentially strips the State of its Due Process Rights. 
BACKGROUND 
Case No. CR09-16551 
1. On May 19, 2009, the State filed a criminal complaint against the Defendant for the 
felony offense of Damage or Destruction to Insured Property. The State alleges that the 
Defendant assisted another in lighting a car on fire in order to obtain insurance 
money. This conduct occurred on about April 4, 2008 through April 11, 2008. 
2. The warrant for the Defendant was active for over four ( 4) years before the Defendant 
was ultimately arrested and bonded out. The Defendant made his first appearance on 
October 4, 2013. However, the Defendant failed to appear for his preliminary hearing 
scheduled for October 11, 2013 in front of Magistrate Judge Schiller. The Defendant 
eventually was re-arrested and again bonded out. Magistrate Brian Lee held a contested 
preliminary hearing on November 27, 2013, and concluded that there was no probable 
cause to bind the case over, and therefore dismissed the case. 
3. The State is contending that Magistrate Brian Lee erroneously found no probable cause. 
Case No. CRlJ-26916 
111 Gearld Wolff has worked in the Canyon County Prosecutor's Office since 1987, and has no memory of an appeal 
being filed by the State on a preliminary hearing. 
RESPONSE BRIEF 2 
matter on 
again bonded out. Magimate 
December 17, 2013. Magistrate Karen VebJow implied that she would have found 
probable cause to bind the Defendant over to the District Court. C2J She nevertheless 
dismissed the matter since the statute of limitations had expired on April 11, 2013. 
5. The State disagrees with Magistrate Karen Vehlow's dismissal of this action. The State 
appeals this matter because the court should have tolled the statute of limitations. 
ARGUMENT 
Loomis and its lineage does not prohibit the State from filing an apgeal in the§~ cases. 
The issue in case begins with Idaho Criminal Rule 1, permits to 
appeal "[A]n order granting a motion to wsrmss a complaint/' I.C.R. 54.l(c). In State v. Ruiz. 
106 Idaho 336 (1984), the Idaho Supreme Court addressed the of whether 1 
predecessor, then-Rule 54(a), permitted the State to appeal an order dismissing a case at the 
preliminary hearing level. Ultimately, the Idaho Supreme Court held that Rule 54 does "not 
allow appeals from a dismissal of a complaint when the remedy of refiling is 
available ...... 106 Idaho at 338 (emphasis added). In discussing the policy behind their 
finding, the Idaho Supreme Court relied on I.C.R. 2(a), in that the rules 
[A]re intended to provide for the just determination of every criminal proceeding. 
They shall be construed to secure simplicity in procedure, fairness in 
administration and elimination of unjustifiable expense and delay. 
lsL at 337 (emphasis added). The Court found that allowing the State to appeal from preliminary 
hearings will "certainly result in unjustifiable delay,. and 
121 Magistrate Vchlow asked at one point whether the parties wanted the District Court to address the statute of 
limitations issue. She ultimately dismissed the matter and told the Defendant, "I feel like saying 'cotton picking 
shame on you.' " 
RESPONSE BRIEF 3 
The State respectfully requests that the Court permit these appeals. Loomis and its 
lineage prohibits an appeal only when the remedy of refiling exists. No such remedy exists, and 
the State requests this matter be heard. 
DATED This 28th day of January, 2014. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant. the 
Canyon County Public Defender, by placing 
said instrument in their basket at the Clerk's 
Office, on or about the 28th day of January, 
2014. 
TY A. KETLINSKI 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
RESPONSE BRIEF 5 
TY A.KE SKI 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
.. 
~ ,. 
MARKJ. MIMURA 
~ ' t .M. 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
J. SCOTT JAMES 
FE81~2 
cANVON OOUtffY CU!AK 
B HATFIELD, DEPU'TV 510 Arthur St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Idaho State Bar No. 3434 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
JOHN HUEY DANIELS, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2009-16551 r' 
CR-2013-26916 
RESPONSE BRIEF 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, John Huey Daniels (Daniels), by and through his 
attorney ofrecord, J. Scott James, of the Canyon County Public Defender's Office, 
hereby responds to the Appellant's Brief. 
INTRODUCTION 
The Appellant wants the Court to override the case of State v. Loomis, 146 Idaho 
700 (2008), because it believes that extraordinary circumstances arise that would prevent 
the State from taking more than one attempt at a Preliminary Hearing due to the Statute 
of Limitations. The Respondent will show that any unusual circumstances occurred due 
to the inaction of the Appellant. 
BACKGROUND 
Daniels concedes the dates of Jisted by the Appellant are accurate. However, 
during most of that time Daniels was in State's custody for the Idaho Department of 
RESPONSE BRIEF 1 
Correction. See Exhibit A, Affidavit of Robert W. Collins and attachment to that 
affidavit, Exhibit B. 
The attached records indicate that that Daniels was housed temporarily IN THE 
CANYON COUNTY JAIL THREE TIMES. These dates are twice in July of201 l and 
once m October of 2011. 
ARGUMENT 
I. There are no extraordinary circumstances that allows for a renunciation of 
Loomis. 
The Idaho Supreme Court in State v. Ruiz, 106 Idaho 336 (1984), does not allow 
for appeals of Preliminary Hearings when refill mg is an option. Clearly the Appellant 
could have had the warrant served while Daniels was being held in the custody of the 
State- especially during the times he was being housed at the Canyon County jail. If they 
had done so they could have had the Preliminary Hearing and, if the case was not bound 
over to District Court, could have refiled before a different magistrate at that time. Since 
the Supreme Court discussed the issues of "fairness in administration and elimination of 
unjustifiable expense and delay", this Court should look at those issues as well. Id, at 
337. 
The "unjustifiable delay" occurred when the Appellant did not have a warrant 
served on someone who was in State's custody· in fact in Canyon County custody for 
part of that time. Daniels is entitled to have his case tried within a reasonable amount of 
time to better be able to provide witnesses with clear recollection and to have any 
potential exculpatory evidence produced. A delay of over five years makes that 
extremely difficult. 
Daniels did fail to appear in October of 2013 but that fact would have no impact 
on the issue at hand since any refilling for no probable cause would have come after the 
Statute of Limitations would have expired for the refiling of charges in any event 
The State neglected to inform this Court that additional witnesses were heard at 
the second Preliminary Hearing so Judge Vehlow's consideration of the evidence is 
meaningless for the determination made by Judge Brian Lee on the first case. The case 
before Vehlow was filed after the Statute of Limitations and is not properly before this 
Court on appeal. The Courts in Loomis and Ruiz do not allow for a refilling after the 
Statute of Limitations has run. 
Finally. there was an option that was available to the Appellant. Under State v. 
Stockwell, 98 Idaho 797 (Idaho 1977), the Appellant could have moved to re-open the 
Preliminary Hearing and requested a continuance to provide additional evidence. We 
will never know what the Court would have done with that motion since it was never 
raised but Stockwell does indicate that it is error for the Court not to allow the State to re-
open under the theory of judicial efficiency. 
RESPONSE BRIEF 2 
The , "IJIJV•,, ..... had other options available to them rather than appealing 
decision but chose to forgo them. For those reasons the Respondent requests that the 
Court enter of '"''""'"'""" dismissing this case. 
DATED this 13th day of February, 2014 
RESPONSE BRIEF 3 
certify that on this 13th day of February, 2014, I a true correct copy 
within and foregoing document upon the following: by hand delivering copies of 
the same to the office(s) indicated below. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
RESPONSE BRIEF 4 
: "' 
MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
ROBERT COLLINS 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell. Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: {208) 639-4611 
Investigator for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE TlllRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
Case No. CR-2009-16551 
CR2013-26916 
vs. AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTIONS 
JOHN DANIELS, 
Defendant 
STATEOFIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Canyon ) 
Robert W. Collins. being first duly sworn and upon oath, deposes and states: 
1. That I am employed by the Canyon County Public Defender•s Office, the as the 
Investigator. 
2. That on 2/10/14, I completed a public request for an offender profile on John Daniels, 
which would show his incarceration dates while in the state prison system. 
3. That on 2/10/14, I received an offender profile John Daniels, from Glenna Traylor, Idaho 
Department of ColTeCtions. (Exhibit A) 
4. That a review of the records shows that John Daniels was in the custody of the Idaho 
AFFIDA vrr IN SUPPORT OF MOTIONS. Page 1 
.. . 
5. Department of Corrections when the warrant was issued by Canyon County. 
That John Daniels was in the temporary custody of Canyon Cowity Sheriff's Office, four 
(4) different dates: 10/13/11, 7/28/11. 7/21/11. and 9/1/10.) 
6. That on 2/12/14, I coordinated with Aida CarringtoDt Idaho Department of Corrections. 
She informed me that NCIC checks are completed prior to an inmate being placed in their 
custody and an NCIC check is completed prior to being released. 
7. That Aida Carrington stated no warrants had been served on John Daniels while he was 
in Idaho Department of Corrections Custody. 
8. That the current warrant was filed on 5/15/09 was served on 9/16/13. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me tJris 12th day of February. 2014. 
N~ 
Residing at: ~ 
Commission expires: _...;;;;.......,._'-"""-.....,-1--.......... -
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTIONS, Page 2 
• 
rr~ '\ .7 f.' ~-.. r y·-~·. r, rc_c. ' 
NOTICE Of ACTION ON PUBLIC RECORDS REQUES~~j\; llLJf i U 
IOAHO DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION 
1299 N. Orchard, Suite 110 
Boise, Idaho 83708 
Name of Requester: Canyon County Public Defender's Office Date: 2/10/14 
Address of Requester: 51 O Arthur St, Caldwell, ID 83605 
Io Whom It Mii!X cooce: RE: #75097 DANIELS, John Huey 
The Idaho Department of Correction received your public records request on 2110/14 
(Date) 
I. Requyt Grantu 
{?' The requested record Is enclosed. 
0 You may Inspect end photocopy the requested records during reguar office hours by contacting 
0 Records will be sent when payment ls ~lved. 
II. otlc,b! 
Your request has been processed. However, your request has been 
D Granted in part and denied in part 
0 Denied In Its entirety 
Pursuant to: 
_ Idaho Code 9--340A(1) _ Idaho Code 9--340B(4)(a) _ Idaho Code 9-340C(13) 
_ Idaho Code 9--340A(2) _ Idaho Code 9-340B(4)(b) _ Idaho Code 9-340C(17) 
Idaho Code 9,,3408(1) _ Idaho Code 9--340B(4){c) _ Idaho Code 9-340E(5) 
_ Rule 32 of the Idaho Rules of Criminal Procedure _ Idaho Code 9-342(3)(e) 
_ The requested file Is located at the Institution listed below. _ IDAPA 06.01.01.108 
No Record Found 
The statutory exemptions provided herein shall not constitute a waiver of any and all other legal bases or prMlegas 
which may also be applicabre. 
Cl If your request was denied In part or entirely, the reason for denial wes reviewed by the deputy attorneys 
general who represent the Idaho Department of Correction. 
Cl If your request was denied In part or entirely, you have the right to appeal the denial of your request by flllng a 
petition In conformance with the provisions of the Idaho Public Records Law, Title 9, Chapter 3, Idaho Code. 
Your petition must be flied In the fourth Judicial District Court of the State of Idaho within One Hundred Eighty 
( 180} calendar days of the of the date of mailing of this notice. 
Addltlonal mmenta: 
Sincerely, 
!DOC Publfc Records User Manual 
November 2003 
Revised 8L14/09 (pgs. 55, 57, and 59 only) 
• 
• 
.. 
= 'oFFENDER TRACK~~=====~== OFFENDER PROFILE ••••••~ 0 ===== 02/10/2014 = Page 1 
Doc No: 75097 Name: DANIELS, JOHN HUEY ISCI/UNT15 PRES PACIL 
=•==•••••=•••====•••••=====••••••••••=•==a==~•••~=~~-=~====~=•===============~ 
FBI No.: 570O86DC4 
Birthdate: 
Sex: MALE 
Height: 5 1 10 
Weight: 175 
Eyes: GREEN 
Hair: BLONDE 
Birthplace: CALDWELL 
Alerte: MED, SEC 
SID No: 
S.S.N.:
Ethnicity: 
Complexion: 
Pre ID Iner: 
Detain/Warr: 
Nxt Par Hrg: 
ID 
!D00294449 
WHITE: 
LIGHT 
0 
NONE 
Inmate Class: See CIS 
Status Type: Parole Vio 
Statue Date: 12/03/2013 
Par Elig: 08/30/2012 
Inst Disch: 07/21/2018 
Tent. Par. Date: 
Case Mgr/Par Off: MSHOEN 
Crime # Dis Cnty Docket Number/ Seq Fac/Lvg Pd T Cl Bk Date 
GRND THFT AT 
OFFCR ELUD 
GR.ND THEFT 
GR.ND THEFT 
GR.ND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
I CANYO CROS-23654 
I CANYO CROS-22763 
S CANYO CR04-00053 
I CANYO CR0?-04487 
K CANYO CR04-04487 
K CANYO CR04-00053 
J CANYO CR07-04487 
J CANYO CR04-00053 
K CANYO CR04-00053 
J CANYO CR04-00053 
K CANYO CR04-00053 
l llereby certify dw tlk:li41 ,1i:;;.o1ds ans mas IIDd 0llffllCt oop1a or afflcilid 
· ~eia of die Idallo DIIPIUINllllol~ 
,( 
l ISCI/UNT15 00 B 48 B 01/10/2014 
l PV AWT TRN CANYON/SH 01/09/2014 
6 PV AWT HRG CANYON/SH 12/26/2013 
3 RT/UNAVTRN CANYON/SH 12/12/2013 
2 AGNT WRNT CANYON/SH 12/03/2013 
5 D3 CALDWLL CCD SPRVSN 07/22/2013 
l SICI/NORT"d 00 F 1 25 06/30/2013 
4 SICI/NORTH 00 D l 05 06/27/2013 
3 SICI/NORTH 00 C 6 A 06/20/2013 
2 SICI/NOR'l'H 00 F 1 14 02/05/2013 
1 ICIO/TR 02/05/2013 
GIVENSHALL 00 B 39 A 11/24/2012 
GIVENSHALL 00 B 17 B 05/22/2012 
ICIO/A2 00 l 17 A 05/05/2012 
ICIO/A2 00 2 25 A 02/04/2012 
ICIO/A2 00 2 25 B 01/15/2012 
ICIO/A2 00 l 22 B 12/27/2011 
SICI/TR 12/27/2011 
SICI/NORTH 00 C 5 A 12/12/2011 
SICI/MAIN 00 4 1 15 12/03/2011 
SICI/NORTH 00 B 1 14 11/01/2011 
ICC/SEG 00 1 22 B 10/13/2011 
~C91.,i~~'R'i~·,CANXON.J'~¥,, .. ,;t9./.~U;2:.o.I,:P 
ICC/SBG 00 1 22 ·g ··10/13/2011 
.ce:i·,,~e,,·eMYO»JSlt,.,~.1.oi~a<tk~ 
ICC/SEG 00 1 22 B 08/22/2011 
ICC/SEG 00 2 18 B 07/28/2011 
d);.:,'!'BMP·"· .. ,·.~0?11/S&..-.i;:"O-J.lifl:i·2.fl:tl 
lcg/sECl,,._;,-'" _oo -~ 1a a 01 /2Jj2011 
co;.;,. !l"EMP :v,,.,,:-;,, · CANYOfit/ SID..Z::. 07 #lil'f2lJ·I:m' 
ICC/SEG 00 2 18 B 06/17/2011 
ICC/SEG 00 1 2 B 05/26/2011 
ISCI/TR 05/26/2011 
ISCI/UNT08 00 B 32 A 05/24/2011 
ISCI/UNT09 00 C 69 A 05/09/2011 
ISCI/UNTl0 00 A 11 A 05/01/2011 
ISCI/UNTlO 00 A 11 B 03/24/2011 
ISCI/UNT07 00 A 9 B 03/08/2011 
SI CI/TR 03/08/2011 
0 
. • ' ,.P 
~ 
' . SIC!/NORTH 00 C 14 A 03 /03/201 1 
ISCI/ TR 03/03/ 2 011 
ISCI/UNT24 00 A 13 B 02 / 24 / 2 011 
ISCI / UNT15 00 A 19 B 12 / 21 / 2010 
I SCI/ UNT15 0 0 A 41 B 12 / :n/ 2 O10 
I SCI / UNTl S 00 A 19 B 12 / 20 / 2 010 
I SCI/UNT09 00 B 40 B 10/20/201 0 
ISCI / UNT07 00 C 21 B 10/13 / 2010 
ICIO/TR. 10/13/ 2 0 10 
I CI O/A3 00 2 48 B 10 /01 / 2 010 
I CI O/A3 00 2 48 A 09 / 20 / 2010 
I CC/ TRNSIT 09 / 20 / 2 01 0 
I CC/ SBG 00 l 13 B 09 / 13/ 2010 
ICC/ SEG 00 1 11 B 09/01 / 2 010 
CO TEMP CANYON/ SH 09 / 01 / 2010 
ICC/ SEG 0 0 l 11 B 08 / 14/ 2010 
ICC/UNIT I? E2 2 5 B 05/1 9 / 2010 
ICC/ UNIT F E2 2 6 B 04 / 09 / 2010 
ICC/SEG 0 0 2 6 B 04 / 07 / 2010 
CO TEMP ADA/ SH 04 / 07/201 0 
ICC/ SEG 00 2 6 B 03/ 10/2010 
CO TEMP ADA/ SH 03 / 10 / 2010 
ICC/SEG 00 2 6 B 03 / 08 / 2010 
ICC/UNIT KT 0 2 A 02/ 22 / 2010 
ICC/ UNIT KU 0 13 A 02 / 22 / 2010 
ICC/ UNIT KV 0 13 A 02 / 03 / 2010 
ICC/ SEG 00 1 12 B 01 / 18 / 2010 
ICC/ UNIT K X 0 8 C 12 / 29 / 2009 
ICC/ UNIT H L 1 15 A 12 / 29/20 09 
I CC/UNIT K X 0 8 C 12 /0 9 /200 9 
I CC/UNIT G H 2 9 A 10 /09/200 9 
ICC/UNI T G I 1 11 A 0 9/ 23/2 009 
ICC/UNIT G H 2 18 A 08/14/2 009 
ICC/UNIT HJ 1 10 A 06/17/2009 
ICC/UNIT H J 1 10 B ~{i/FJ/J,'J;Jid(/gj 
ICC/UNIT HJ 2 18 A 05 /05/2009 
ICC/UNIT HJ 2 11 A 03/26/2009 
ICC/UNITE A 1 18 A 03/26/2009 
ICC/UNIT J 0 0 8 A 02/22/2009 
ICC/MEDICA 00 1 52 B 02/19/2009 
!SCI/TR 02/19/2009 
ISCI/UNT08 00 A 26 A 02/18/2009 
ICIO/TR 02/18/2009 
ICIO/C2 00 A 1 12 02/08/2009 
ICIO/C2 00 B l 10 02/06/2009 
ICIO/B2 00 B 1 11 01/27/2009 
I CIO/Al 00 2 3 A 01 /12/2009 
ICC/TRNSIT 01/12/2009 
ICC/UNIT J N 0 2 C 12/23/2008 
!SCI/TR 12/23/2008 
ISCI/UNT07 00 C 26 B 12/08/2008 
I SCI/UNT08 00 C 76 A 11/18/2008 
ISCI /UNT15 00 A ' 58 B 11/17/2008 
ISCI /UNT08 00 A 26 A 1 1/04 /2008 
j 
Previous Numbers: 
Superceded Numbers: 
J hereby etitify li101 ,ii.,..: ,~,i. · iww irue 111d correct co,-. of offlcila 
,r.cwdi 111 11..i,c. w t;IIU:~ llwwl uf die ldallo DtolllUDIIDS ol~ 
ISCI/UNT15 00 B 21 B 10/15/2008 
10/02/2008 
RT AWT NOT 10/01/2008 
D3 CALDWLL CCD 02/14/2008 
RJ to JD 3 CANYON/SH 12/26/2007 
NICI/UNIT2 00 2 59 A 12/10/2007 
NICI/UNIT2 00 2 36 A 10/21/2007 
NICI/SEG 00 5 4 B 10/20/2007 
NICI/UNIT2 00 2 60 10/11/2007 
NICI/UNIT2 00 2 36 A 09/17/2007 
NICI/UNIT2 00 2 4 B 09/15/2007 
NICI/UNIT2 00 2 57 A 09/10/2007 
NICI/UNIT4 00 4 35 A 08/27/2007 
ISCI/TR 08/27/2007 
ISCI/UNT15 00 A 6 B 08/08/2007 
ISCI/TR 08/08/2007 
CANYON/JB 07/30/2007 
RT AWT NOT CANYON/SH 07/30/2007 
CALDWLL CCD SPRVSN 11/01/2005 
RJ to JD 3 CANYON/SH 10/18/2005 
NICI/UNIT3 00 3 54 A 09/14/2005 
NICI/UNIT3 00 3. 27 0'9/12/2005 
NICI/UNIT2 00 2 63 B 07/02/2005 
NICI/UNIT2 00 2 36 A 07/02/2005 
NICI/UNIT3 00 3 4 B 06/27/2005 
ISCI/TR 06/27/2005 
ISCI/UNT07 00 A 5 A 05/20/2005 
CANYON/JB 05/17/2005 
RT AWT NOT CANYON/SH 05/17/2005 
D3 CALDWLL CCD SPRVSN 08/25/2004 
D3 EMMETT DIST-03 08/02/2004 
cm 
TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
ATTORNEY 
2 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S H!LL, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
JOHN HUEY DANIELS, 
Defendant. 
CASE CR2009-16551 
CR2013-26916 
The State, by and through its attorney of record, Ty A. Ketlinski of the Canyon 
County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, hereby objects to the Defendant's Exhibits A and B 
attached to his Response Brief, and asks to have them struck from the record. This evidence was 
not introduced at the Magistrate Court, and not part of the record. See Hannston v. Agro-West, 
111 Idaho 814, 821 (Ct. App. 1986)( appellate court is restricted to the record and may not 
consider matters outside the record); Sfie also State v. Mitchell, 124 Idaho 374, footnote 1 (1'[1]t is 
axiomatic that an appellate court will not consider new evidence that was never before the trial 
court."). 
OBJECTION TO DEFENSE'S 
RESPONSE BRIEF 1 
DATED this 25th day of February, 2014. 
TY A. KETLINSKI 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on or about this 25th day of February, 2014, I caused a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the attorney for the defendant by 
the method indicated below and addressed to the following: 
Canyon County Public Defender 
OBJECTION TO DEFENSE'S 
RESPONSE BRIEF 
0 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
O Hand Delivered 
(X) Placed in Court Basket 
0 Overnight Mail 
0 Facsimile 
0 E-Mail 
TY . 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Appellant, 
V. 
JOHN HUEY DANIELS, 
Defendant-Respondent. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
AUGMENT THE RECORD 
Supreme Court Docket No. 41997-2014 
(41998-2014) 
Canyon County No. 2009-16551 
(2013-26916) 
A MOTION TO AUGMENT THE APPELLATE RECORD AND STATEMENT IN 
SUPPORT THEREOF was filed by counsel for Appellant on July 15, 2014. Therefore, good cause 
appeanng, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that Appellant's MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD be, 
and hereby is, GRANTED and the augmentation record shall include the documents listed below, file 
stamped copies of which accompanied this Motion: 
I. Response Briet~ file-stamped January 28, 2014; and 
2. Response Brief, file-stamped February 14, 2014. 
. .,-r 
DATED this .:Z.I day of July, 2014. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD - Docket No. 41997-2014 
" r I .,. __ 
cm 
BRYANF. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/ Appellant, 
vs. 
JOHN HUEY DANIELS, 
Defendant/Respondent. 
CASE NO. CR2009-16551 
CR2013-26916 
RESPONSE BRIEF 
/ 
The state ofidaho ("State"), by and through its attorney ofrecord Ty A. Ketlinski of the 
Canyon County Prosecutor's Office, hereby files this Response Brief as ordered by the Court in 
its January 14, 2014 Conditional Notice of Dismissal as follows. 
INTRODUCTION 
The first issue identified by the State in it's Notice of Appeal is the same issue the Court 
raised in its Conditional Notice of Dismissal, in which the Court cites the case of State v. 
Loomis, 146 Idaho 700 (2008) as a basis to dismiss this case summarily. 
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.. 
Indeed, the State is well aware of Loomis and its usual prohibition against appealing 
adverse results from a preliminary hearing. In fact, it has been many years - if not decades CI] -
since the Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office has appealed the results of a preliminary 
hearing. Indeed, such an appeal would need to be extraordinary. 
This case is extraordinary. The State does not have "a remedy available to it" because 
the statute of limitations has expired. See Loomis, 146 Idaho at 704. To deny the State an appeal 
of the preliminary hearing in this case essentially strips the State of its Due Process Rights. 
BACKGROUND 
Case No. CR09-16551 
1. On May 19, 2009, the State filed a criminal complaint against the Defendant for the 
felony offense of Damage or Destruction to Insured Property. The State alleges that the 
Defendant assisted another in lighting a car on fire in order to obtain insurance 
money. This conduct occurred on about April 4, 2008 through April 11, 2008. 
2. The warrant for the Defendant was active for over four (4) years before the Defendant 
was ultimately arrested and bonded out. The Defendant made his first appearance on 
October 4, 2013. However, the Defendant failed to appear for his preliminary hearing 
scheduled for October 11, 2013 in front of Magistrate Judge Schiller. The Defendant 
eventually was re-arrested and again bonded out. Magistrate Brian Lee held a contested 
preliminary hearing on November 27, 2013, and concluded that there was no probable 
cause to bind the case over, and therefore dismissed the case. 
3. The State is contending that Magistrate Brian Lee erroneously found no probable cause. 
Case No. CR13-26916 
111 Gearld Wolff has worked in the Canyon County Prosecutor's Office since 1987, and has no memory of an appeal 
being filed by the State on a preliminary hearing. 
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4. The State re-filed this matter on November 27, 2013. The Defendant was arrested and 
again bonded out. Magistrate Karen Vehlow held a contested preliminary hearing on 
December 17, 2013. Magistrate Karen Vehlow implied that she would have found 
probable cause to bind the Defendant over to the District Court. l2J She nevertheless 
dismissed the matter since the statute of limitations had expired on April 11, 2013. 
5. The State disagrees with Magistrate Karen Vehlow's dismissal of this action. The State 
appeals this matter because the court should have tolled the statute of limitations. 
ARGUMENT 
Loomis and its lineage does not prohibit the State from filing an appeal in these cases. 
The issue in this case begins with Idaho Criminal Rule 54.1, which permits any party to 
appeal "[A]n order granting a motion to dismiss a complaint." I.C.R. 54.l(c). In State v. Ruiz, 
106 Idaho 336 (1984), the Idaho Supreme Court addressed the issue of whether Rule 54.1 
predecessor, then-Rule 54(a), permitted the State to appeal an order dismissing a case at the 
preliminary hearing level. Ultimately, the Idaho Supreme Court held that Rule 54 does "not 
allow appeals from a dismissal of a complaint when the remedy of refiling is 
available . ... " 106 Idaho at 338 ( emphasis added). In discussing the policy behind their 
finding, the Idaho Supreme Court relied on I.C.R. 2(a), in that the rules 
[A]re intended to provide for the just determination of every criminal proceeding. 
They shall be construed to secure simplicity in procedure, fairness in 
administration and elimination of unjustifiable expense and delay. 
Id. at 337 (emphasis added). The Court found that allowing the State to appeal from preliminary 
hearings will "certainly result in unjustifiable delay" and 
l21 Magistrate Vehlow asked at one point whether the parties wanted the District Court to address the statute of 
limitations issue. She ultimately dismissed the matter and told the Defendant, "I feel like saying 'cotton picking 
shame on you.' " 
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j 
Such delay cannot but inure to the detriment of both the prosecution and the 
defense insofar as the availability of or the recollection of witnesses are 
concerned. Further, that availability of an appeal cannot do otherwise than 
increase the appellate case load of our district courts and require those district 
courts to second guess the exercise of discretion by the magistrate courts. 
Id. Pointedly, the Court held that 
[T]he State could have simply filed another complaint with another magistrate, in 
effect having its assertion of error resolved in a new preliminary hearing. 
Id. (Emphasis added.) 
In Loomis, the appellant implicitly asked the Idaho Supreme Court to overrule Ruiz 
because by denying the State's request for appellate review, that Magistrates can perpetually 
evade review on legal issues if appeals are not permitted. Loomis, 146 Idaho at 703. In denying 
the appellant's requested relief for the ability to appeal, the Court stated "the State has a remedy 
available to it after such a dismissal-re-filing the complaint." Id. at 704. (Emphasis added.) 
The Idaho Supreme Court's opinions in Loomis and its lineage all dealt with cases in 
which the State had the availability to refile the case. Explicitly, the Idaho Supreme Court based 
these decisions on notions of expeditious litigation and judicial economy, where the availability 
of refiling is otherwise available. This case is clearly distinguishable, as the State does not have 
the remedy to refile the case since the statute of limitations has run. In Loomis and its lineage, 
the State did have recourse to refile the case. In essence, to disallow the State to appeal the 
Magistrate's orders in this case leaves the State without recourse, and effectively denies the State 
of due process. 
CONCLUSION 
RESPONSE BRIEF 4 
. .  
The State respectfully requests that the Court permit these appeals. Loomis and its 
lineage prohibits an appeal only when the remedy of refiling exists. No such remedy exists, and 
the State requests this matter be heard. 
DATED This 28th day of January, 2014. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, the 
Canyon County Public Defender, by placing 
said instrument in their basket at the Clerk's 
Office, on or about the 28th day of January, 
2014. 
TY A. KETLINSKJ 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
O=· '11 l\. 
MARK J. MIMURA 
) 
JL ) 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
J. SCOTT JAMES ... 
CANYON OOUNTY et.ERK 
BHAif?IF:tr>, DE:PUl'Y · 
510 Arthur St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Idaho State Bar No. 3434 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE TIDRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
JOHN HUEY DANIELS, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2009-16551 
CR-2013-26916 ../ 
RESPONSE BRIEF 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, John Huey Daniels (Daniels), by and through his 
attorney ofrecord, J. Scott James, of the Canyon County Public Defender's Office, 
hereby responds to the Appellant's Brief. 
INTRODUCTION 
The Appellant wants the Court to override the case of State v. Loomis, 146 Idaho 
700 (2008), because it believes that extraordinary circumstances arise that would prevent 
the State from taking more than one attempt at a Preliminary Hearing due to the Statute 
of Limitations. The Respondent will show that any unusual circumstances occurred due 
to the inaction of the Appellant. 
BACKGROUND 
Daniels concedes the dates of listed by the Appellant are accurate. However, 
during most of that time Daniels was in State's custody for the Idaho Department of 
RESPONSE BRIEF 
Correction. See Exhibit A, Affidavit of Robert W. Collins and attachment to that 
affidavit, Exhibit B. 
The attached records indicate that that Daniels was housed temporarily IN THE 
CANYON COUNTY JAIL THREE TIMES. These dates are twice in July of2011 and 
once in October of 2011. 
ARGUMENT 
I. There are no extraordinary circumstances that allows for a renunciation of 
Loomis. 
The Idaho Supreme Court in State v. Ruiz, 106 Idaho 336 (1984), does not allow 
for appeals of Preliminary Hearings when refilling is an option. Clearly the Appellant 
could have had the warrant served while Daniels was being held in the custody of the 
State- especially during the times he was being housed at the Canyon County jail. If they 
had done so they could have had the Preliminary Hearing and, if the case was not bound 
over to District Court, could have refiled before a different magistrate at that time. Since 
the Supreme Court discussed the issues of "fairness in administration and elimination of 
unjustifiable expense and delay", this Court should look at those issues as well. Id, at 
337. 
The "unjustifiable delay" occurred when the Appellant did not have a warrant 
served on someone who was in State's custody- in fact in Canyon County custody for 
part of that time. Daniels is entitled to have his case tried within a reasonable amount of 
time to better be able to provide witnesses with clear recollection and to have any 
potential exculpatory evidence produced. A delay of over five years makes that 
extremely difficult. 
Daniels did fail to appear in October of2013 but that fact would have no impact 
on the issue at hand since any refilling for no probable cause would have come after the 
Statute of Limitations would have expired for the refiling of charges in any event. 
The State neglected to inform this Court that additional witnesses were heard at 
the second Preliminary Hearing so Judge Vehlow' s consideration of the evidence is 
meaningless for the determination made by Judge Brian Lee on the first case. The case 
before Vehlow was filed after the Statute of Limitations and is not properly before this 
Court on appeal. The Courts in Loomis and Ruiz do not allow for a refilling after the 
Statute of Limitations has run. 
Finally, there was an option that was available to the Appellant. Under State v. 
Stockwell, 98 Idaho 797 (Idaho 1977), the Appellant could have moved to re-open the 
Preliminary Hearing and requested a continuance to provide additional evidence. We 
will never know what the Court would have done with that motion since it was never 
raised but Stockwell does indicate that it is error for the Court not to allow the State to re-
open under the theory of judicial efficiency. 
RESPONSE BRIEF 2 
CONCLUSION 
The Appellant had other options available to them rather than appealing this 
decision but chose to forgo them. For those reasons the Respondent requests that the 
Court enter the Order of Dismissal dismissing this case. 
DATED this 13th day of February,_2014 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this 13th day of Febrnary, 2014, I served a trne and correct copy 
of the within and foregoing document upon the following: by hand delivering copies of 
the same to the office(s) indicated below. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605__ _ __ 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
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:MARK J. 1\tllMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
ROBERT COLLINS 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Investigator for Defendant 
EXHIBIT A 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE TIDRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
Case No. CR-2009-16551 
CR2013-26916 
vs. AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTIONS 
JOHN DANIELS, 
Defendant. 
ST A TE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Canyon ) 
Robert W. Collins, being first duly sworn and upon oath, deposes and states: 
1. That I am employed by the Canyon County Public Defender's Office, the as the 
Investigator. 
2. That on 2/10/14, I completed a public request for an offender profile on John Daniels, 
which would show his incarceration dates while in the state prison system. 
3. That on 2/10/14, I received an offender profile John Daniels, from Glenna Traylor, Idaho 
Department of Corrections. (Exhibit A) 
4. That a review of the records shows that John Daniels was in the custody of the Idaho 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTIONS, Page 1 
) 
5. Department of Corrections when the warrant was issued by Canyon County. 
That John Daniels was in the temporary custody of Canyon County Sheriffs Office, four 
(4) different dates: 10/13/11, 7/28/11. 7/21/11, and 9/1/10.) 
6. That on 2/12/14, I coordinated with Aida Carrington, Idaho Department of Corrections. 
She informed me that NCIC checks are completed prior to an inmate being placed in their 
custody and an NCIC check is completed prior to being released. 
7. That Aida Carrington stated no warrants had been served on John Daniels while he was 
in Idaho Department of Corrections Custody. 
8. That the current warrant was filed on 5/15/09 was served on 9/16/13. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 12th day of February, 2014. 
IRAIS- 0UtNTERO 
Notary Publfe 
SIi~ of rdaho· 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTIONS, Page 2 
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NOTICE OF ACTION ON PUBLIC RECORDS REQUES~.XHIBIT B 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION 
1299 N. Orchard, Suite 110 
Boise, Idaho 83706 
Name of Requestor: Canyon County Public Defender's Office Date: 2/10/14 
Address of Requestor: 510 Arthur St, Caldwell, ID 83605 
To Whom It May Concern: RE: #75097 DANIELS, John Huey 
The Idaho Department of Correction received your public records request on 2/10/14 
(Date) 
,. Request Granted 
The requested record Is enclosed. 
' 
13" 
D 
D 
You may Inspect and photocopy the requested records during regular office hours by contacting 
Records will be sent when payment Is recE:lved. 
II. Request Granted In Part and Denied In Part or Denied In its Entirety 
Your request has been processed. However, your request has been 
D Granted In part and denied In part 
D Denied In its entirety 
Pursuant to: 
Idaho Code 9-340A(1) _ Idaho Code 9-3408(4)(a) 
Idaho Code 9-340A(2) _ Idaho Code 9-3408(4)(b) 
Idaho Code 9-3408(1) _ Idaho Code 9-3408(4)(c} 
Rule 32 of the Idaho Rules of Criminal Procedure 
The requested file Is located at the Institution listed below. 
No Record Found 
•.• ' .. ".., 
_ Idaho Code 9-340C(13) 
_ Idaho Code 9-340C(17} 
_ Idaho Code 9-340E(5} 
_ Idaho Code 9-342(3)(e) 
IDAPA 06.01 .01.108 
The statutory exemptions provided herein shall not constitute a waiver of any and all other legal bases or privileges 
which may also be applicable. 
CJ If your request was denied In part or entirely, the reason for denial was reviewed by the deputy attorneys 
general who represent the Idaho Department of Correction. 
CJ If your request was denied In part or entirely, you have the right to appeal the denial of your request by filing a 
petition in conformance with the provisions of the Idaho Public Records Law, Title 9, Chapter 3, Idaho Code. 
Your petition must be filed In the fourth Judicial District Court of the State of Idaho within One Hundred Eighty 
(180) calendar days of the of the date of maiilng of this notice. 
Additional mments: 
Sincerely, 
iDOC Public Records User Manual 
November 2003 
Revised 8/14/09 (pgs. 55, 57, and 59 only} 
(208)658-2053 
' 
= 
10FFENDER TRACK========== OFFENDER PROFILE============= 02/10/2014 = Page J 
Doc No: 75097 Name: DANIELS, JOHN HUEY ISCI/UNT15 PRES FACIL 
============================================================================== 
FBI No.: 570086DC4 
Birthdate:
Sex: MALE 
Height: 5'10 
Weight: 175 
Eyes: GREEN 
Hair: BLONDE 
Birthplace: CALDWELL 
Alerts: MED, SEC 
SID No: 
S.S.N.: 
Ethnicity: 
Complexion: 
Pre ID Iner: 
Detain/Warr: 
Nxt Par Hrg: 
ID 
WHITE 
LIGHT 
0 
NONE 
Inmate Class: See CIS 
Status Type: Parole Vio 
Status Date: 12/03/2013 
Par Elig: 08/30/2012 
Inst Disch: 07/21/2018 
Tent. Par. Date: 
Case Mgr/Par Off: MSHOEN 
Crime # Dis Cnty Docket Number/ Seq Fac/Lvg Pd T Cl Bk Date 
GRND THFT AT 
OFFCR ELUD 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
GRND THEFT 
I CANYO 
I CANYO 
S CANYO 
I CANYO 
K CANYO 
K CANYO 
J CANYO 
J CANYO 
K CANYO 
J CANYO 
K CANYO 
CR08-23654 
CR08-22763 
CR04-00053 
CR07-04487 
CR04-04487 
CR04-00053 
CR07-04487 
CR04-00053 
CR04-00053 
CR04-00053 
CR04-00053 
; hereby certify that these: ll!tords are true and ccm:ct copies or ottldci 
n:com!LI.l.<..r..,,,u r e tries Uu:teii1 of the Idaho Dep of Correcuoa. 
f 
1 ISCI/UNTlS 00 B 48 B 01/10/2014 
1 PV AWT TRN CANYON/SH 01/09/2014 
6 PV AWT HRG CANYON/SH 12/26/2013 
3 RT/UNAVTRN CANYON/SH 12/12/2013 
2 AGNT WRNT CANYON/SH 12/03/2013 
5 D3 CALDWLL CCD SPRVSN 07/22/2013 
1 SICI/NORTH 00 F 1 25 06/30/2Ql3 
4 SICI/NORTH 00 D 1 05 06/27/2013 
3 SICI/NORTH 00 C 6 A 06/20/2013 
2 SICI/NORTH 00 F 1 14 02/05/2013 
1 ICIO/TR 02/05/2013 
GIVENSHALL 00 B 39 A 11/24/2012 
GIVENSHALL 00 B 17 B 05/22/2012 
ICIO/A2 00 1 17 A 05/05/2012 
ICIO/A2 00 2 25 A 02/04/2012 
ICIO/A2 __ 00 2 25 B 01/15/2012 
ICIO/A2 00 1 22 B 12/27/2011 
SICI/TR 12/27/2011 
SICI/NORTH 00 C 5 A 12/12/2011 
SICI/MAIN 00 4 1 15 12/03/2011 
SICI/NORTH 00 B 1 14 11/01/2011 
ICC/SEG 00 1 22 B 10/13/2011 l~~~ffl~~~~fet~,~j~tf~~~·r 
•€01''~eANYO~SH..,a,,J..o,tlal..,a~,J, 
ICC/SEG 00 1 22 B 08/22/2011 
ICC/SEG 00 2 18 B 07/28/2011 
~o!F13M?""•·~ .;;;-;eJ\N¥€)N~$li..-._(;k,U~J;i,~-Jl;-J. 
ICC/SEG 00 2 18 B 07/21/2011 
"c~t,TSMi:iWtitr~.:~N"'./S~ oo;p.ff,t:zo• 
ICC/SEG 00 2 18 B 06/17/2011 
ICC/SEG 00 1 2 B 05/26/2011 
I SCI/TR 05/26/2011 
ISCI/UNT08 00 B 32 A 05/24/2011 
ISCI/UNT09 00 C 69 A 05/09/2011 
ISCI/UNTlO 00 A 11 A 05/01/2011 
ISCI/UNTlO 00 A 11 B 03/24/2011 
ISCI/UNT07 00 A 9 B 03/08/2011 
SI CI/TR 03/08/2011 
'' , .. 
• • 
--- •,' (,,....,,,._ 
SICI/NORTH 00 C 14 A 
ISCI/TR 
ISCI/UNT24 
ISCI/UNTlS 
ISCI/UNTlS 
ISCI/UNTlS 
ISCI/UNT09 
ISCI/UNT07 
ICIO/TR 
ICIO/A3 
ICIO/A3 
ICC/TRNSIT 
00 A 13 B 
00 A 19 B 
00 A 41 B 
00 A 19 B 
00 B 40 B 
00 C 21 B 
00 2_48 B 
00 2 48 A 
ICC/SEG 00 l 13 B 
ICC/SEG 00 l 11 B 
CO TEMP CANYON/SH 
ICC/SEG 00 l 11 B 
ICC/UNIT F E2 2 5 B 
ICC/UNIT F E2 2 6 B 
ICC/SEG 00 2 6 B 
CO TEMP ADA/SH 
ICC/SEG 00 2 6 B 
CO TEMP·'" .. ADA/SH 
ICC/SEG 00 2 6 B 
ICC/UNIT KT O 2 A 
ICC/UNIT KU O 13 A 
ICC/UNIT KV 0 13 A 
ICC/SEG 00 1 12 B 
ICC/UNIT K X 0 8 C 
ICC/UNIT H L 1 15 A 
ICC/UNIT K X O _8 C 
ICC/UNIT G H 2 9 A 
ICC/UNIT GI 1 11 A 
ICC/UNIT G H 2 18 A 
ICC/UNIT HJ 1 10 A 
ICC/UNIT HJ 1 10 B 
ICC/UNIT HJ 2 18 A 
ICC/UNIT HJ 2 11 A 
ICC/UNITE A 1 18 A 
ICC/UNIT JO 0 8 A 
ICC/MEDICA 00 1 52 B 
ISCI/TR 
ISCI/UNT0B 00 A 26 A 
ICIO/TR 
ICIO/C2 
ICIO/C2 
ICIO/B2 
ICIO/Al 
ICC/TRNSIT 
00 A 1 12 
00 B 1 10 
00 B 1 11 
00 2 3 A 
ICC/UNIT J N O 2 C 
ISCI/TR 
ISCI/UNT07 
ISCI/UNT08 
ISCI/UNTlS 
ISCI/UNT08 
00 C 26 B 
00 C 76 A 
oo A ·s0 B 
00 A 26 A 
03/03/201: 
03/03/201: 
02/24/201j 
12/21/201( 
12/21/201( 
12/20/2010 
10/20/2010 
10/13/2010 
10/13/2010 
10/01/2010 
09/20/2010 
09/20/2010 
09/13/2010 
09/01/2010 
09/01/2010 
08/14/2010 
05/19/2010 
04/09/2010 
04/07/2010 
04/07/2010 
03/10/2010 
03/10/2010 
03/08/2010 
02/22/2010 
02/22/2010 
02/03/2010 
01/18/2010 
12/29/2009 
12/29/2009 
12/09/2009 
10/09/2009 
09/23/2009 
08/14/2009 
06/17/2009 
W.S"ktlf,,n~ 
05/05/2009 
03/26/2009 
03/26/2009 
02/22/2009 
02/19/2009 
02/19/2009 
02/18/2009 
02/18/2009 
02/08/2009 
02/06/2009 
01/27/2009 
01/12/2009 
01/12/2009 
12/23/2008 
12/23/2008 
12/08/2008 
11/18/2008 
11/17/2008 
ll/04/2008 
. . ... ,,.. 
< 
.. 
j 
./ 
?revious Numbers: 
3uperceded Numbers: 
j ht":reby certify lrnu 1i-~J, 1c;1..v1u~- II(~ true: and correct copies of offlda 
n:cv1·<Li or 11..l'u ur trnne. Llu.n::in uf the Idaho Dep of Come:;;..., 
Dau:o(~~a,/.~~.£,.~~-~~~::/=..-__. 
ISCI/UNT15 00 B 21 B 
CANYON/JB 
RT AWT NOT 
D3 CALDWLL 
RJ to JD 3 
NICI/UNIT2 
NICI/UNIT2 
NICI/SEG 
NICI/UNIT2 
NICI/UNIT2 
NICI/UNIT2 
NICI/UNIT2 
NICI/UNIT4 
ISCI/TR 
CANYON/SH 
CCD SPRVSN 
CANYON/SH 
00 2 59 A 
00 2 36 A 
00 5 4 B 
00 2 60 A 
00 2 36 A 
00- 2 4 B 
00 2 57 A 
00 4 35 A 
ISCI/UNTlS 00 A 6 B 
ISCI/TR 
CANYON/JB 
RT AWT NOT 
D3 CALDWLL 
RJ to JD 3 
NICI/UNIT3 
NICI/UNIT3 
NICI/UNIT2 
NICI/UNIT2 
NICI/UNIT3 
ISCI/TR 
CANYON/SH 
CCD SPRVSN 
CANYON/SH 
00 3 54 A 
00 3·27 A 
00 2 63 B 
00 2 36 A 
00 3 4 B 
ISCI/UNT07 00 A 5 A 
CANYON/JB 
RT AWT NOT CANYON/SH 
D3 CALDWLL CCD SPRVSN 
D3 EMMETT DIST~03 .· 
10/15/2008 
10/02/2008 
10/01/2008 
02/14/2008 
12/26/2007 
12/10/2007 
10/21/2007 
10/20/2007 
10/11/2007 
09/17/2007 
09/15/2007 
09/10/2007 
08/27/2007 
08/27/2007 
08/08/2007 
08/08/2007 
07/30/2007 
07/30/2007 
11/01/2005 
10/18/2005 
09/14/2005 
0'9/12/2005 
07/02/2005 
07/02/2005 
06/27/2005 
06/27/2005 
05/20/2005 
05/17/2005 
05/17/2005 
08/25/2004 
08/02/2004 
